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measures and provisions to protect the future reburial area from any
future impacts. Reburial shall not occur untl all cataloguing, basic
analysis, and other analyses as recommended by the project archaeclogist
and approved by consulting tribes and basic recordation have been
completed; all documentation should be at 3z level of standard
professional practice to allow the writing of a report of professional
quality;

b. A curaton agreement with an appropriate qualified repository within San
Bernardino County that meets federal standards per 36 CFR Part 79 and
therefore would be professionally curated and made available to other
archacologists/researchers for further study. The collections and
assoctated records shall be transferred, including title, to an appropriate
curation facility within San Bernardino County, to be accompanied by
payment of the fees necessary for permanent curation;

c.  For purposes of conflict resolution, if more than one Native American
tribe or band is involved with the project and cannot come to an
agreement as to the disposition of cultural materials, they shall be curated
at the San Bernardino County Museum by default;

d. At the completion of grading, excavatbon and ground disturbing
activities on the site, a Phase IV Monitoring Report shall be submitted
to the City documenting monitoring acuvities conducted by the project
archaeologist and Native Tribal Monitors within 60 days of complenon
of grading This report shall document the impacts to the known
resources on the property; describe how each mitigation measure was
fulfilled; document the type of cultural resources recovered and the
disposition of such resources; provide evidence of the required cultural
sensitivity training for the construction staff held during the required
pre-grade meeting; and, in a confidental appendix, include the
daily/weekly moanitoring notes from the archaeologist. All reports
produced will be submitted to the City, County Museum, and consulting
tribes.

TCR-3 During construction activities, the project applicant shall allow additional archaeological
monitors of Native American tribes to access the project site on a volunteer basis to
monitor grading and excavation activities.

Climate Action Plan

The update to the City’s CAP focuses on GHG reduction strategies to achieve the 2030 and 2040
reduction goals. The CAP would not affect tribal cultural resources in the City or SOI Therefore

3

impacts would be less than significant.
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Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project that avoid or
substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as identified in the DEIR. These changes are
identified in the form of the mitgation measure above. The City of Corona hereby finds that
implementation of the mitigation measure 1s feasible, and the measure is therefore adopted.

Rationale for Finding

Mitgation Measures CUL-5, TCR-1, TCR-2, and TCR-3 would reduce potential impacts associated
with tribal cultural resources to a level that s less than significant. Mitigation Measure TCR-1 would
require the development of an Archaeological Monitoring Plan (AMP) by the project archeologist,
TCR-2 would require temporary curation and storage and treatment and final disposition if tribal
cultural resources are inadvertently discovered during ground disturbing activities, and TCR-3 requires
that the project applicant allow additional archacological monitors of Nauve American tribes onsite
during construction actvities. Mitigation Measure CUL-5 requires an archaeological resources
assessment be performed under the supervision of an archaeologist to determine the archaeological
sensitivity for discretionary projects within the City.

D. SIGNIFICANT AND UNAVOIDABLE SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS THAT CANNOT
BE MITIGATED TO BELOW THE LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANCE

The following summary describes the unavoidable adverse impact of the proposed project where either
mitigation measures were found to be infeasible, or the mitgaton measures are under the control of
another lead agency. The following impact would remain significant and unavoidable:

1. Agriculture and Forestry Resources

Impact 5.2-1:  Development of the proposed project would convert 7,591 acres of Farmland in the
City and SOI to nonagricultural use. [Thresholds AG-1 and AG-5 (part)]

Support for this environmental impact conclusion is fully discussed in Section 5.2, Agriwiure and
Farestry Resourees, and in particular, starting on page 5.2-10 of the DEIR.

General Plan

The City and SOI contain Farmland that would be converted to nonagricultural use through buildout
of the General Plan Update. All of these lands are either adjacent to or completely surrounded by urban
development. A tatal of 7,591 acres, or 88 percent, of farmland 1n the City and SOI would be converted
to non-agricultural uses. The current land use plan designates some of these areas as Estate Residential
(ER), Agriculture (AG), Low Density Residential (LDR}, Office Professional (OP), and Light Industrial
(LI). However, agricultural uses would continue to be permitted on these land designations which
permits agricultural uses. Although the proposed General Plan Update would not change the land use
designations, density, or intensity levels beyond which 1s currently within the 2004 General Plan,
development of the Generzl Plan Update would convert farmland which have non-agticultural land
use designations to non-agricultural use.
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Mitigation Measures

In compliance with CEQA, “each public agency shall mitigate or avoid the significant effects on the
environment of any project it carries out or approves whenever it is feasible to do so” (Public Rescurces
Code, Section 21002.1[b]). The term “feasible” is defined in CEQA to mean “capable of being
accomplished in a successful manner within a reasonable period of time, taking into account economic,
environmental, social, and technological factors™ (Public Resources Code, Section 21061.1). The
following measures were considered and rejected

®  Resention of On-Site Agidouitural Uses. Currently, there are approximately 7,591 acres of Farmland
in the City and SOI that would be converted to non-agricultural uses. Further plans to
conserve agricultural land within the City would be infeasible because they would not be
consistent with the City’s goals for housing and jobs and because it would place farmland near
incompatible land uses. This would create 1slands of agricultural uses within an urbanized
setting, potentially resulting in incompatible land uses. The City’s policy towards the long-term
maintenance of agriculture can also be seen from the land use designations proposed, none
of which would solely allow agriculture permanently. Thus, there are policy-based reasons for
finding onsite mitigation to be infeasible. Additionally, the economic viability of agricultural
use in Riverside County has declined as a result of losing many of the support services
associated with the agricultural industry. Ultimately, the long-term viability of agriculture
within the City is limited due to the increasing land prices and values, higher water costs, higher
labor costs, higher property taxes, competition from other parts of the state, and the growing
urbanization of the area. These factors make the long-term, permanent use of lands within
the City for agricultural purposes economucally infeasible.

»  Establishment of Conservation Easement or Preserves or Payment into an Agrecultural Mitigation Bank.
Since the majority of the Ciry is being developed, the agriculture allowed in conservation
easements or preserves would have to be limited to types of agriculture that do not impact
neighboring communities and residents since agricultural use carries its own adverse
environmental effects, such as the creation of dust, odors, pesticide use and machinery noise.
In the last century agnicultoral land within Riverside County has diminished as development
pressures in areas near urban centers, such as the City of Corona, have resulted 1n an increase
in land value that makes continued agncultural use cost prohibiuve. Moreover, agricultural
conservation easements would not actually affect the amount of farmland permanently lost.
Likewise, payment of fees into a mitigation bank would not actually avoid or reduce the
conversion of farmland resulting from development under the proposed General Plan. For
these reasons, the establishment of conservation easements or preserves 1s not deemed to be
feasible or effective mutigation.

Payment in Lieu or Transfer of Develgpment Rights. Transferring development rights would involve the
purchasing of the right to develop land from a currently undeveloped piece of land and transferring
those rights to farmland within the City. Thus, this option 15 also infeasible because there would still
be a net loss of Farmland (te., the Fannland preserved would sl likely be preserved anyhow). Even
if Farmland would be preserved elsewhere in Riverside County, the Important Farmland in the City
would be developed, resulting in a net loss of Farmland. Therefore, for these reasons outlined above
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and in this paragraph, it would not prevent significant impacts from occurning in City and would not
be an effectuve CEQA mitigation measure, nor is this mitigation measure feasible from an economic
perspective within thus region

Climate Action Plan

The update to the City’s CAP focuses on GHG reducdon targets to achieve the 2030 and 2040
reduction goals. The CAP would not affect the building intensity or density allowed by the proposed
Land Use Plan. The CAP would not convert farmland to non-agricultural uses.

Finding

Changes or alterations have been requited in, or incorporated into, the project that avoid or
substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as identified in the DEIR. These changes are
identified in the form of the mitigation measure above. The City hereby finds that implementation of
the mitngation measure is feasible, and the measure is therefore adopted.

The City finds that there are no other mitigation measures that are feasible, taking into consideration
specific economic, legal, social, technological or other factors, that would mitigate this impact to a less-
than-significant level, and further, that specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other
considerations, including considerations for the provision of employment opportunities for highly
trained workers, make infeasible the alternatives identified in the EIR, as discussed in Section IV of
these Findings (Public Resources Code §§ 21081(a)(1), (3); Guidelines §§ 15091(a)(1), (3)). As described
in the Statement of Overriding Considerations, the City has determined that this impact is acceptable
because specific overnding economic, legal, social, technological, or other benefirs, including
regionwide or statewide environmental benefits, of the proposed project outweigh its significant effects
on the environment.

Impact 5.2-.2:  Development of the proposed project in the SOI would convert Williamson Act
contract land to non-agricultural use. [Threshold AG-2]

Support for this environmental impact conclusion 1s fully discussed in Section 5.2, .4grzawiiure and
Forestry Resowrces, and in particular, starting on page 5.2-11 of the DEIR.

General Plan

Willlamson Act establishes a mechanism for saving agriculrural land by allowing counties to create
agricultural preserves and then to enter mnto contracts with landowners within those preserves. A
Williamson Act contract obligates the landowner to maintain the land as agriculrural for 10 or mare
vears, with resulting tax benefits. There are several methods to terminate 2 Williamson Act contract,
including nonrenewal and cancellaton. On February 22, 2006, the Williamson Act contract for a
preserve in the City was terminated, and there are currently no Williamson Act contracts in the City.
Of the 331 acres of agricultural preserves in the SOI, 8 acres, or approximately 2.4 percent, would be
lost to development upon implementation of the General Plan Update and 323 acres of agricultural
preserves in the SOI would remain.
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